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Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, first 

let me say thank you to the Senator 
from Michigan and the Senator from 
Kansas for conducting another very 
long session today on agriculture. They 
did an extraordinary job helping us 
move through this important bill. I 
thank them very much, and I know we 
are going to take that up tomorrow. 

(The remarks of Ms. LANDRIEU per-
taining to the introduction of S. 3321 
are located in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Georgia. 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that following 
my comments, which will not be more 
than about 10 minutes, Senator BROWN 
of Ohio follow me for 10 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

CALL FOR A SPECIAL COUNSEL 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, 2 
weeks ago, I stood in this Chamber and 
joined with Senator MCCAIN calling for 
the appointment of a Special Counsel 
to investigate the recent series of leaks 
of classified information that are so 
damaging to our national security. De-
spite the bipartisan support for a Spe-
cial Counsel, the Attorney General 
chose instead to appoint 2 United 
States Attorneys who will act under 
his supervision and conduct separate 
investigations of just two of these 
leaks. 

I believe the American people, our 
Intelligence Community, and our allies 
deserve a better response from the At-
torney General and from this Adminis-
tration. These leaks have violated the 
public trust and potentially damaged 
vital liaison relationships we can ill af-
ford to lose in our fight against ongo-
ing threats from terrorism and hostile 
nations. 

As I understand it, one prosecutor 
will investigate the leak on the AQAP 
bomb plot; the other, the leak on 
STUXNET. That’s a real problem. This 
means other leaks, including the ‘‘kill 
list’’ story, will not be investigated. 
Yesterday, the Washington Post pub-
lished a story that attributed informa-
tion about apparent joint U.S.-Israeli 
cyber efforts to a former high-ranking 
U.S. intelligence official. It would sure 
be helpful if a Special Counsel had ju-
risdiction to look at all of these cases. 

The timing, substance, and sourcing 
of these stories have also raised ques-
tions about whether they came from 
the White House and whether there is a 
pattern of leaks. It’s hard to imagine 
how two U.S. Attorneys who work for 
this administration will be able to in-
vestigate this aspect of the case with-
out being perceived as biased by those 
who are unhappy with what they ulti-
mately find. We need a Special Counsel 
who will be trusted, no matter what he 
finds. 

I am not questioning in any way the 
qualifications of these U.S. Attorneys 

to do the jobs for which they were con-
firmed by this Senate. I know ques-
tions have been raised about the prior 
political activities of the U.S. Attorney 
for the District of Columbia and wheth-
er he might be too deferential to the 
White House. I have no specific reason 
to question the capabilities or integ-
rity of either of these men. But the 
very serious nature of these leaks de-
mands an investigation that is con-
ducted in a manner totally above re-
proach and without any possible infer-
ence of bias. 

Unfortunately, because these U.S. 
Attorneys must answer to the Attor-
ney General, they cannot conduct inde-
pendent investigations. With each key 
decision they make—whether to sub-
poena a journalist, what investigative 
techniques should be used, what 
charges can be brought—they will be 
subject to the Attorney General and 
his direction. That is hardly inde-
pendent. 

Last week, the Attorney General tes-
tified before the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee that appointing a U.S. Attorney 
was the same thing that was done in 
the Valerie Plame case. I submit that 
was an entirely different scenario be-
cause in that case, Mr. Fitzgerald, who 
was a special counsel appointed, in-
sisted on getting written confirmation 
that he would be truly independent 
from the then-acting Attorney Gen-
eral. He got that confirmation in writ-
ing from then-Acting Attorney General 
Comey. 

Significantly, the Plame case in-
volved a single leak of classified infor-
mation, and was deemed serious 
enough to warrant an independent in-
vestigation. The former President also 
ordered his staff to come forward with 
any information they had about the 
source of the leak. 

In this case, there have been a series 
of incredibly damaging leaks in arti-
cles citing ‘‘senior Administration offi-
cials’’ and White House ‘‘aides.’’ We 
have seen no clear instructions from 
this Administration for officials to 
come forward. This situation seems to 
create a greater appearance of a con-
flict of interest for the Attorney Gen-
eral than was presented in the Plame 
investigation and calls out for the ap-
pointment of Special Counsel. 

The Attorney General also testified 
that he could always appoint these 
U.S. Attorneys as Special Counsel if 
they needed to investigate acts outside 
their jurisdictions. Others have made 
the argument that we have to wait to 
see if these U.S. Attorneys do their 
jobs well before appointing a Special 
Counsel. Neither argument makes 
sense to me. Why on earth would we 
wait? 

All of these leaks should be inves-
tigated together—not separately—and 
they must be investigated now. The 
leaks are relatively recent and the 
trail is still somewhat fresh. But if we 
have to wait to see how these men 
measure up, or if the trail takes us to 
a district outside their specific juris-

diction, we run the risk of losing evi-
dence or memories fading. Those aren’t 
risks anyone should be willing to take. 

This is not, and must not become, po-
litical. It’s about finding these crimi-
nals who have jeopardized our national 
security and ensuring that they are 
brought to justice in an independent, 
objective, apolitical investigation. 

Again, I call on the Attorney General 
to do now what should have been done 
2 weeks ago. This series of leaks should 
not be treated as business as usual. As 
Congress considers legislative solu-
tions to put a stop to these leaks, the 
administration needs to step up its re-
sponse. Appointing a special counsel 
who can independently and comprehen-
sively investigate all of these leaks and 
find who is responsible for any and all 
of them is the best way to restore the 
public trust in our government and our 
government officials. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Ohio. 
f 

CHILD NUTRITION 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. President, 
for many Ohio children, schools have 
let out for the year, and summer vaca-
tion is just beginning. During the 
school year, in my State—a State of 
about 11 million people—840,000 Ohio 
children receive some nutrition assist-
ance through free or reduced-price 
school lunches or breakfasts during the 
school year. It is a statistic that tells 
the story of families struggling to get 
by. In many of these children’s cases 
their parents have jobs but simply are 
not making enough money. It is a sta-
tistic that tells a story of how children 
are often helpless victims in a chal-
lenging economy. Many of these chil-
dren come from the 18 percent of Ohio 
families—about 1 out of 6—who are 
food insecure. Essentially it means 
they are unsure where their next meal 
may actually come from. When the 
school year comes to a close, many of 
these children go hungry. 

Where can these 840,000 students go? 
Where do they turn for nutritious 
meals when their school cafeterias are 
closed for the summer? The answer is 
the Summer Food Service Program run 
through the U.S. Department of Edu-
cation and administered in my State 
by the Ohio Department of Education. 
For Ohio parents and guardians and 
school administrators, the Summer 
Food Service Program is available for 
them to find healthy meals for children 
during the summer. But too many Ohio 
families don’t know about this critical 
program, and that is why it is so im-
portant to raise awareness and increase 
access to the program for all Ohio chil-
dren regardless of where they live. 
Summer break shouldn’t mean a break 
from good nutrition. 

At the beginning of this talk, I men-
tioned that 840,000 Ohio children ben-
efit from free and reduced school 
breakfast and lunch programs—840,000. 
But, unfortunately, last year in the 
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